ly hostile to the Soviet Union. None of us are so purblind
as not to see that out-and-out reactionaries are already
using it to their own advantage.
The debate on the "veto," and the whole of the present
discussion, make it necessary to speak openly of the contra-
dictions and the chief political tendencies existing in inter-
national life in our day. Two main tendencies are struggling
within the United Nations organization to influence the
fundamental trend of its work. One of these finds its back-
ing in the basic conceptions of the United Nations organi-
zation, in respect for the principles upon which the Organi-
zation stands. The other, on the contrary, desires to under-
mine the foundation of the United Nations organization
and to clear the way for representatives of a different line,
These latter are already attacking in many ways, not
only, by direct assault, but also by means of flanking opera-
tions.
We still remember vividly the rise of the United Nations
organization. It was imbued from the very outset with the
spirit of democratic cooperation. Wo all know the important
part , that was played in this by the United States of
America.
The United Nations organization' was set up in order to
secure such international cooperation among big and small
countries as would in the greatest possible measure corres-
pond to the interests of all peace-loving states. It was clear
from the very outset that this required, first and foremost,
the assurance of agreed action on the part of the great
Powers. And it was understood then, no less than now, that
this must be a type of international cooperation which would
unite in the interests of peace and security the efforts of
states having dissimilar social and political systems.
The war showed with particular clarity that states with
very dissimilar social structures may have very important